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APPENDIX D:
FEDERAL FACILITIESPRIORITIES

D.A. FEDERAL FACILITIESPRIORITIES

D.A.1. Overview

To manage the Superfund Federal facilities program, the Federal Facilities Enforcement Office (FFEO) and the
Federal Facilities Restoration and Reuse Office (FFRRO) use the Federal Facilities Leadership Council (FFLC) to help
identify and resolve issues unigue to the management of EPA’s Superfund Federd facility response program. The FFLC
is comprised of Superfund and/or the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program and
enforcement/counsel representatives from all regions, as well as representatives from the Federal facilities Headquarters
(HQ) offices and other HQ offices that handle Federal facility issues.

D.A.2. Superfund Federal Facility Goalsand Priorities

a Strategic Federal Facility Goals

Superfund Federal facility activities have high visibility because of the significant threats posed by military and
weapons sites, the impact of military base closings, the resources needed to implement DoD/DOE cleanup efforts at
facilities listed on the NPL and other non-NPL facilities, and heightened state, tribal, local governments and other
stakeholder interests. Federal facility program goals are based on anumber of related factors, including overdl Superfund
program goals, anticipated resource constraints, Congressional interest, and statutory requirements. Program activities
and resources should be planned to achieve the following goals of the Federal facility program's strategic plan:

= Sitewide Construction Completions, and ensuring long-term protectiveness - Regional effortsshould be
focused on getting to completion of construction at Federal facilities._In addition, once the remediesarein
place, regional effort isfocused on ensuring they remain protective.

=  Expediting Property Transfer and Reuse — With revitalization being one of OSWER's highest priorities,
property reuseisaGPRA initiative OSWER is currently establishing for the cleanup program. The number
of acres EPA has found suitable for transfer or lease are currently being tracked by EPA in CERCLIS. Ore
way of facilitating property reuse occurswhen DoD installations are slated for closure or realignment, or
have been identified as excess property through other means. At these BRAC installations environmenta
restoration activities continue with the same cleanup objective as those of active installations-- protect
human health and the environment. At the time of closure or realignment, specific BRAC property, and its
possiblefuture use, isidentified. The closed or realigned property will eventually be transferred to another
Service Component, federal agency or anon-federal entity, such as a state or local government or private
entity. Along with achieving cleanup objectives, BRAC installations focus on efficient property transfer,
providing beneficial and protective reuse of the property by the local community. Property reuse also
occurs at non-BRAC Federal facilities (vialeases, transfers, etc.).

=  Environmental Indicators - There are two environmental indicators (El) currently reported under the
GPRA framework for the Superfund program: Human Exposures Under Control and Contaminated
Groundwater Migration Under Control. These two measures provide current site informationregardingrisk
reduction at sites where cleanup is ongoing and not yet completed. El datais being used to convey to
those who monitor the Superfund program the progress achieved at sites where construction has not been
completed.

= Sitewide Ready for Reuse — This measure was designed to assist EPA managers and staff in fulfilling the
Agency’s GPRA responsihilitiesfor documenting and reporting Superfund accomplishmentsin making NPL
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sites ready for reuse. It provides information for identifying, documenting and reporting construction
complete Superfund NPL sites where the entire land portion of the siteis being used, or has been made
ready for usein the future, in a protective fashion. Theintroduction of this measure also reflects the high
priority EPA places on land revitalization as an integral part of the Agency’s cleanup mission for the
Superfund program, as well as the priority EPA is now placing on post-construction activitiesat NPL sites.

= Involving Citizens Local Governments, and Tribesin Environmental Decision Making - Thepublicaion
of the Final Report of the Federal Facilities Environmental Restoration Dialogue Committee (FFERDC) in
April 1996 was a watershed event for public involvement in Federal facility cleanups. Asaresult of the
Report, federal agencies have established Restoration Advisory Boards (RABS) at DoD installations and
Site Specific Advisory Boards (SSABS) at DOE facilities. Other federal agenciesare also starting to form
advisory boards. Regional staff and management are expected to be especially sensitive to the requests at
NPL facilitiesand at the BRAC facilities. Because of resource constraints, EPA regional participation and
support for non-NPL facilities is expected to be minimal. In addition, because many of the communities
surrounding the Federal facilities are communities of color, low-income, and historically have been
politically and economically disenfranchised, regions should give close scrutiny to environmental justice
issues at the NPL Federal facilities. Regions need to work closely with state agencies and their federal
counterparts to ensure that the President’s Executive Order on Environmental Justiceis successfully carried
out (E.O. 12898).

= Enforcing the Laws - The public needs to know that it will be protected from environmental hazards
through vigorous enforcement by the EPA and the States for violations of environmental laws and
situations that put people and natural resources at risk. EPA intendsto use its enforcement authorities not
only to compel compliance, but also to promote long-term policy objectives such as greater citizen
involvement, pollution prevention, technology development, and natural resource management.

= Environmental Management Systems and Pollution Reduction Targets - Executive Order 13148, Greening
the Government Through Leadership in Environmental Management, established a framework for
integrating environmental considerationsinto each federal agency’s mission through avariety of directives
and goals, including the implementation of environmental management systems, reductionsin releases of
toxic chemicals, and elimination of procurement of ozone depleting substances. The E.O. requiresthat an
EMS be implemented at each appropriate Federal facility by the end of 2005, based on afacility’s size,
complexity, and environmental aspects. Additionally, the E.O. requires federal agenciesto haveaprogram
in place to periodically audit facilities’ compliance with environmental regulations. Findingsfrom those
audits are to be included in the budget and planning activities of the agency to ensure that non-compliance
is adequately addressed.

Executive Order 13148 also call for further improvement in the Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) reduction success
achieved under aprevious E.O. The E.O. requires a40% reduction in reported federa releasesby December 31, 2006, from
abaseline year of 2001. Similarly, the E.O. reflects ongoing effortsto identify substitute chemicals or processesto reduce
environmental damage, risk and liability. Thelanguagein the E.O. callsfor development of alist of priority chemicals
used by the Federal Government that may result in significant harm to human health or the environment and that have
known, readily available, less harmful substitutes for identified applications and purposes. Agencies are directed to
reduce the use of those priority chemicals.

Regions should continue to strive to place these priorities and project milestonesin enforceable Federal Facility

| Agreements (FFASs)/Interagency Agreements (IAGs) at NPL sites. FFAS/IAGs should be viewed as living, dynamic

documents reflecting not only the best judgments by all parties of cleanup priorities and milestones at the time of
agreement, but also the changing circumstances of environmental cleanup.
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D.A.3. EPA'sFederal Facility Superfund Cleanup Principles

Consideration of Human Health and Environmental Risk and Other Factors in Federal Facility
Environmental Cleanup Decision Making: Protection of Human Health and the Environment and meeting state
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARS) are threshold criteria at all Superfund sites, including
Federal facilities. Addressing the greatest risk sites will generally be a driving factor, but not the only factor in
determining environmental cleanup priorities and milestones. In setting priorities and milestones, regions should
consider:

= Human Health and Environmental Risk: Risk assessments and other analytical tools used to evaluate risksto
human health (including non-cancer as well as cancer health effects) and the environment all have scientific
limitations and require assumptionsin their development. As decision-aiding tools, risk assessments should
only be used in amanner that recognizes those limitations and assumptions. In addition to criteria established
by statute, regulation or guidance, as noted below there are other factors that affect whether and to what extent
cleanups are to occur.

L] Emerging pollutants, contaminants and hazardous substances of concern: As anaytical detection methods
improve and health risk data are better defined, EPA and the federal community are detecting chemicals, like
perchlorate and TCE, at lower levels of concern and at a greater number of sites. Thus, we may need to expand
the scope of investigations and cleanup actions, and take other actions to adequately address these chemicals.

- Other Factors: In addition to human health and environmental risk, other factors that warrant consideration in
setting environmental cleanup prioritiesand milestones include, but are not limited to:

o cultural, social, and economic factors, including environmental justice considerations
short-term and long-term ecological effects and environmental impactsin general, including
damage to natural resourcesand lost use

making land available for other uses

acceptability of the action to regulators, tribes, and public stakeholders

statutory requirements and legal agreements

life cycle costs

permanence and reliability of remedy

pragmatic considerations, such as the ability to execute cleanup projectsin agiven year, and the
feasibility of carrying out the activity in relation to other activities at the facility

o overall cost and effectiveness of a proposed activity

o

O OO0 O0OO0o0Oo

L] Collaboration: The Federal Facilities Response program will continue to work in a collaborative fashion with
other federal agencies, other regulators, tribal governments, local governments and communities. In many
situations, EPA's statutory responsibilities will place the Agency in aleadership rolethat requires convening the
relevant parties and facilitating interaction. In other situations, EPA will simply act as one of the many interested
parties in a collaborative problem-solving effort convened by another federal agency, tribe, state, local
government or a private entity. However, it is important to recall that collaboration cannot replace the core
functions of aregulatory agency nor compromise EPA decision-making and enforcement responsibilities.

Typicaly, EPA looks to all affected stakeholders for ideas and innovative solutions and, where appropriate,
incorporates stakeholder recommendations into policy and practice.

Innovation: Federal facilities should continue to serve as atest bed for new cleanup technologies and new
cleanup processes. We should continue efforts, working with others, to promote more effective and efficient cleanups
that support redevelopment and reuse of contaminated properties, especially those that support the mission of the
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responsible agency. Efforts to improve and streamline the cleanup process should continue to focus on reducing
paperwork and developing more collaborative relationships among all parties.

Consistency of Treatment between Federal Facilities and Private Sites: Federal facilities, egpeddly NPL dtes
are generally large and complex sites. CERCLA requires that Federal facilities be treated the same as other entities

Environmental Justice: As Federal facilities affect many diverse communities and communities of low income,
the Federal Government has an obligation to make special efforts to reduce the adverse affects of environmental
contamination related to Federal facility activities on affected communities that have historically lacked economic and
political power, adequate health services, and other resources. This needsto continue to be afocus for the Program.

Stakeholder | nvolvement: Despite avery impressive record of success, involvement by the public continuesto
be an area where improvements can be made. Federal facility cleanup decisions and priorities should reflect a broad
spectrum of stakeholder input from affected communities including indigenous peopl es, low-income communities, and
minority groups. Stakeholder involvement has, in many instances, resulted in significant cleanup cost reductions. It
should therefore not only be considered as a cost of doing business but as a potential means of efficiently determining
and achieving acceptable cleanup goals.

The Role of Negotiated Cleanup Agreements: Enforceable cleanup agreements play a critical role both in
overseeing priorities at a site and providing a means to define and balance the respected interdependent roles and
responsibilitiesin Federal facilities cleanup decision making. EPA must continue to hold federal agencies accountable for
meeting the terms of these agreements to ensure timely and protective cleanup.

The Critical Role of Future Land Use or Activity Determinations: Reasonably anticipated future land uses
should be considered when making cleanup and reuse decisions for Federa facilities. The communitiesthat are affected
by Federal facility cleanups, along with their state and local governing bodies and affected Tribes, should be given a
significant role in determining reasonably anticipated future use of federal property that isexpected to be transferred, and
in how future use determinations will be used in making cleanup decisions.

Thelmportance of Characterizing Sites Correctly: Theidentification and characterization of contamination and
the evaluation of health impacts on human populations and ecological effects are essential parts of the cleanup process.
If aquality characterization is done, money and time can be saved during the response phase. Characterization must also
include proper quality assurance/quality control processes to ensure that data are used to make decisions of knownand
reliable quality.

D.A4. RCRA Activitiesat Federal Facility NPL Sites

EPA has long recognized that because many Federa facility CERCLA sites are also active facilities, RCRA
requirements may also apply to certain work management and site cleanup activities. Consistent with the Federal facility
RCRA/CERCLA coordination policy developed under the One Cleanup Program, regions should strive to eliminate
RCRA/CERCLA duplications wherever appropriate. To get abetter overall picture of afacility’s cleanup activity, FRRO
hasintegrated into the Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA) and program measures several RCRA adtivities
that are generally analogous with CERCLA activities. They include: RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI); Corrective
Measures Study (CMS); Corrective Measure Design (CMD); Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM); and Corrective
Measure Implementation (CMI), Human Exposures Under Control and Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under
Control. FFEO has aready accomplished asimilar exercise through the Federal Facility Tracking System.
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D.A.5. BRAC Budget and Financial Guidance

a Resourcesand Tracking Mechanisms

The primary mission of the BRAC program isto ensure that the hazardous waste sites owned or operated by the
military service are addressed and cleaned up as quickly as possible and made available to support the reuse of
properties. Regional efforts should be focused on achieving completion of cleanup construction activitiesand enauring
property is suitable for transfer and/or lease at BRAC.

BRACI -1V

Under the Base Realignment and Closure Acts (BRAC) more than 800 military installations were scheduled for
closure or realignment in 1988 (BRAC 1), 1991 (BRAC I1), 1993 (BRAC I11), 1995 (BRAC 1V) and 2005 (BRAC V). Of the
installations closed or realigned in thefirst four rounds of BRAC, 107 are covered through an MOU between EPA and
DoD, and of thistotal 35 BRACI-IV sites are on the NPL.

The Agency continues to assist DoD in assessing these properties and finding them suitable for transfer and/or
lease, accelerating cleanup actions wherever possible, and ensuring that remedies selected reflect the views of the
affected communities surrounding the sites and the proposed future reuse. HQ and Regional managers must work with
DoD, tribal, state, local governments, and private interests to expedite cleanup and support property transfer, reuse and
economic development.

Program management guidanceisincluded in_the April 2006 Interim Guidance for EPA’s BRAC Program which
supersedes the 1996 BRAC Fast Track guidance. The mgjority of EPA’s BRAC resources are directed to the regions for
technical, regulatory and property transfer oversight at BRAC installations. EPA BRAC resourcesreceived from DoD are
to be used and all ocated according to the Base Realignment and Closure Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between
EPA and DaD signed in October 2005 (http://www.epa.gov/fedfac/pdf/brac_mou.pdf). EPA usesBase Closurefunding
for EPA personnel to participate on BRAC Base Cleanup Teams (BCT) as either the EPA designated team member or as
technical experts. EPA Regional Federal facility programs, in conjunction with the Office of Regional Counsel, Regional
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) teams, State environmental regulatory agencies, and DoD, haveformedaBCT
for each of the BRAC installations. Regionsare allocated FTE and dollars (including travel, administrative contracts, and
working capital funds) based on negotiations between EPA and DoD. Resource negotiations are reeval uated annually
and all unfunded reimbursable FTEs are returned to a Headquarters reserve. A ceiling is applied to the Program’s
reimbursable FTEs designated for the BRAC program, and to avoid exceeding the ceiling, additional FTE needsmust be
approved by HQs.

HQ receives quarterly program activity reports from the regional offices on the progress of work at all BRAC
installations. These reports are generated by the EPA Regional BRAC Cleanup Team personnel and provideHQand DoD
with pertinent program information related to cleanup and reuse. FFRRO and the Cincinnati Finance Office use IFMS,
Business Objects and Financial Data Warehouse for monitoring BRAC resources. The Cincinnati Finance Office provides
quarterly BRAC hilling statements (by installation and funds received, expended and remaining balance) to DoD.
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BRACV

A fifth round of BRAC took place in 2005 that will affect more than 800 ingtallations and DoD facilities. Of those,
72 areinstallations that are also listed on the Superfund National PrioritiesList (NPL). EPA’soversight roleattheseNPL
installations will continue regardless of the BRAC action to be taken at the facility. At thetime of this guidance, EPA has
been informed by DoD that BRAC V installations will not be addressed in the same manner asBRAC | — IV inddlations
(i.e., the BRAC Fast Track Cleanup Program). Guidance on EPA’sroleat BRAC I-IV and BRACYV inddldionsisavalable
at http://www.epa.qgov/fedfac/pdf/interim_brac_guidance.pdf

b. Accountability for Resour ces

BRAC reimbursable work years and funding must be used only for EPA related Base Closure activities. Militay
Base Closure activities are activities related to cleanup of specific installationsidentified by the Office of Solid Waste and
Emergency Response (OSWER) (in consultation with DoD). These activitiesinclude: accel erating the identification of
clean parcels under the Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act (CERFA); developing BRAC Cleanup Plans
(BCP); promoting community involvement in cleanup decision-making; preparing and reviewing site documents[e.g.,
BCP, Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS), RI/FS, RODs, RD, and RAS] and RCRA documents (e.g., RFI Starts, CMD
Starts, and ISM Starts and Completions); studying and sampling field data; National Environmental Protection Act
(NEPA) review and analysis; assisting DoD or States with BRAC site issues; and activities supporting EPA personnel
participation inthe BRAC program. These activities are outlined in the Memorandum of Understanding between EPA and
DoD dated February 3, 1994, and subsequent memorandums and guidance related to EPA BRAC resources.

Asthe signatory and executing agent for the reimbursable agreement with DoD, the Assistant Administrator for
OSWER (AA OSWER) will rely on Regional Administrators and, asthe primary focus of the EPA BRAC resources, the
Regional RCRA/Superfund National Program Managers to ensure reimbursable costs are accurate and appropriate. Each
region has identified an individual in the appropriate division that is responsible for coordinating the Regional BRAC
program and resources, and acts as a day-to-day liaison with OSWER and DoD. FFRRO, within OSWER, provides the
AA OSWER with programmatic and financial reviews of regions. Reprogramming of funds submitted to the OC require
notification of FFRRO for their approval.

HQ and regional personnel utilizing BRAC resources should receive authorization from their appropriate regional
senior managers and use the established BRAC budget program. The EPA Remedial Project Manager (RPM) and the
support team are empowered to make decisions locally to the maximum extent possible. EPA has delegated certain
authorities to the Regional Administrators (e.g., CERFA and CDR concurrence), who have in turn redelegated the
authorities to lower levelswithin their organizations. Regional personnel should be familiar with their internd delegation
of authorities. Should the need arise, the RPM and support team will have the ability to raiseissuesimmediately to senior
EPA officialsfor resolution.
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D.A.6. Federal Agency Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket

Section 120(c) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
requires EPA to establish a Federal Agency Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket (Docket) which contains information
reported to EPA by Federal facilities that manage hazardous waste or from which hazardous substances have been or may
be released. The Docket is used to identify Federal facilities that should be evaluated to determineif they pose athreat to
public health and the environment and to provide a mechanism to make thisinformation available to the public. The
Docket is devel oped from information submitted by the Federal facility under the following authorities:

o Section 103 of CERCLA requires owners or operators of vessels or facilities to notify the National Response
Center of arelease of a reportable quantity of a hazardous substance (notification of a release or potential
release);

o Section 3005 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) provides EPA authority to establish a

permitting system for hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) facilities, which in turn requires
the submission of certain information as part of the permit application (interim status/permitting authority). The
hazardous waste permitting program is generally implemented by authorized states;

o Section 3010 of RCRA requires hazardous waste generators, transporters, and TSD facility owners/operatorsto
notify EPA of their hazardous waste activities (notification of hazardous waste activity);

o Section 3016 of RCRA requires Federal facilities to submit an inventory of hazardous waste sites they own or
operate, or have owned and operated in the past (biennial inventory of hazardous waste activities).

Once listed on the Docket, each Federal facility should conduct a PA and submit it to EPA for review withina
reasonable time frame. EPA should take steps to assure that a PA is completed for facilities on the Federal facilities
Docket where the Federal agencies are delegated the authority to conduct a PA and/or an SI (when appropriate).

Federal facilities that conduct a PA may satisfy some or all of the PA reporting requirements through work
conducted pursuant to the RCRA corrective action program or state cleanup programs. For example, afacility at whicha
RCRA Facility Assessment (RFA) has been conducted may baseits PA on the RFA report. When work conducted under
such non-CERCLA authorities is the basis for satisfying PA requirements, the facility should demonstrate that all
information required for the CERCLA PA is provided. In someinstances, it may be appropriate to provide supplemental
information to insure that all hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants at the facility are addressed. For
additional information seethe Federal Facilities Remedial Preliminary Assessment and the Federa Facilities Remedia Site
Investigation Summary Guides, 2005.

For more information on the Docket, please visit http://www.epa.gov/fedfac/documents/docket.htm

D.A.7 Stakeholder Involvement

By Executive Order, Federal facilities have lead responsibilities for cleanup activities, however they must follow
CERCLA. Thismeansthat they are responsible for implementing the full suite of community involvement activities that
Superfund performs for private sites. Federal facilities are required to staff this function with personnel who are
knowledgeable about all aspects of public participation and who are authorized to encourage and support the publicin
becoming involved in the cleanup decision-making process through early and meaningful community involvement
activities. In its regulatory role, Superfund provides oversight of this activity, principally through its Community
Involvement Coordinators (CIC). In the absence of an assigned CIC, the Superfund Remedial Project Manager is
responsible to ensure early and meaningful public participation through all cleanup stages. In particular, Superfund staff
will ensure that public participation documents, like the Proposed Plan, are of the highest quality in terms of clarity,
completeness, ease of use and plain language. For DoD sites, Superfund staff will participate in Restoration Advisory
Boards (RAB), offer Technical Assistance Grants at least yearly, remind the DoD facility to offer their Technical
Assistance for Public Participation (TAPP) program to RAB members, assure that the facility updatesits mailing list and
provides frequent community update fact sheets, and approximately every two years, review the Community Involvement
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Plan (CIP) to determine the need for an update. For Department of Energy sites, the above applies, except that the
stakeholder fora are called Site-specific Advisory Boards (SSAB).

D.B. FEDERAL FACILITIESFY 06/07 TARGETS AND MEASURES

D.B.1. Overview of FY 06/07 Federal Facilities Targetsand Measures

The Superfund Comprehensive Accomplishments Plan (SCAP) is used by the Superfund National Program, the
managers, the AA OSWER, OECA, and others to monitor the progress each region and the overall programis making
towards achieving the Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA) targets and annual performance goals. In
addition, SCAP will continue to be used as an internal management tool to project and track activitiesthat contribute to
these GPRA goals and support resource allocation.

To more clearly reflect the relationship between GPRA and the SCAP process, GPRA annual performance goals
and measures and program targets and measures are defined as follows:

o GPRA Annual Performance Goals (APG) and GPRA Annual Performance Measures (APM) - TheAgency’s
Annual Plan describes the specific annual performance goals, annual performance measures, and activities
aimed at achieving the performance goals at NPL sites that will be carried out during theyear. APGs arethe
specific activities that the Agency plans to conduct during the fiscal year in an effort towards achieving its
long-term strategic goals and objectives identified in the EPA Strategic Plan. APMs are used by managers to
determine how well aprogram or activity is doing in achieving milestones that have been set for the year. The
annual performance goalswill inform Congress and Agency stakeholders of the expected level of achievement
for the significant activities covered by the GPRA objective. The goals are a subset of the overall planning and
budgeting information that has traditionally been tracked by the Superfund program offices.

. Program Targets and Measures are activities deemed essential to tracking overall program progress. Program
targets are used to identify and track the number of actionsthat each region is expected to perform during the
year and to evaluate program progress. Program measures are used to show progress made in achieving
program priorities.

OSWER' s Federal Facilitites Restoration and Reuse Office has completed OM B’ s Program Assessment Rating
Tool (PART) to beincluded in the Fiscal Y ear 2007 Presidential budget submission. A result of the PART exercisswas
the program establishing national out-year targetsthrough FY 2008 for itsannud efficiency measure which will track the
amount of program dollars spent annually by the program per each operable unit completing planned remedial activities.
The program (regions and HQ) will set national goals annually for Program Targets based on historical performance and
performance expectations within a limited budget for the fiscal year, and track accomplishments in the activities
contributing to those goals. Regions should continue to plan and report accomplishments in CERCL | Sashasbeendone
traditionally. As part of the exercise, FFRRO was required to develop an efficiency measure which was approved by
OMB.

= The PART was developed by OMB to assess and improve program performance so that the Federal
Government can achieve better results. The PART is designed to identify a program’s strengths and
weaknesses to inform funding and management decisions aimed at making the program more effective.
OMB has stated that its goal isto have all federal programs PARTed once every five years.

= ThePART isaworksheet containing 25 questions, divided into 4 sections: Program Purpose & Design,
Strategic Planning, Program Management, and Program Results/Accountability. Each questionisweighted
and answers receive a numerical score, which istotaled into an overall program score and given arating.
Potential atings are Effective (score of 85-100) to Moderately Effective (70-84), Adequate (50-69),
Ineffective (0-49), or Results Not Demonstrated, which is usually given when a program does not have
OMB-approved measuresin place.
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=  OMB approved the following measures for the Federal facilities program PART:

Human Exposures Under Control

Contaminated Groundwater Migration Under Control.

Final Remedy Selection

Site Construction Completion

Annual program resources per OU completing cleanup activities

O O O Oo0Oo

= The program hastwo follow-up actionsto take as aresult of the PART.
1. Complete an evaluation on an aspect of the program by September 30, 2006.

2. Work with other federal agencies to achieve the program’s two outcome-oriented environmental
indicators, human exposures under control and contaminated groundwater migration under control.

Superfund Federal facilities Response Program’ s PART Assessment:
http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/expectmore/summary.10004372.2005.html

The following pages contain, in pipeline order, the definitions of the FY 06/07 Federal facilities targets and
mesasures. Exhibit D.1 displaysthe full list of Federal facilities activitiesthat are defined in the remainder of the Appendix,
and identifies the FY 06/07 targets and measures. Exhibit D.3, at the end of this Appendix, describes the planning
requirements for Federal facilities activities.

a Reporting of Non-NPL Federal Facilities Data

Regions are responsible for entering datainto CERCLISfor Non-NPL Federal facility Stes, especidly theBRAC
Sites where regions are involved._This dataincludes, where appropriate, FUDS, PA, SI, removals, decision documents,
acres transferred, etc.
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EXHIBIT D.1. (1 of 3)
FEDERAL FACILITIESNPL SITES

GPRA PROGRAM PART

ACTIVITY
APG | APM | Target | Measure | Target

Federal Facility Agreement (FFA)/Interagency Agreement (IAG)

AN

Federal Facility Dispute Resolution

N

Use of Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEPS)

AN

RI/FS or RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Starts

Decision Documents

Final Remedy Selected v

IN

ROD Amendment_(count as Decision Document)

N

Explanation of Significant Difference (ESD)_(count as Decision Document)

Remedial Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD) Starts

Remedia Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD) Completion

RA or Corrective Measure Implementation (CMI) Starts

RA or Corrective Measure |mplementation (CMI) Completion 4

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM) Starts 4

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM) Completions 4

Environmental Indicator Groundwater 4 v

Environmental Indicator Human Exposure

Operation and Maintenance (O& M) Starts

OUs Construction Completion 4 v

NPL Construction Completions 4

N

Sitewide Ready for Reuse

Federal Facility Partial NPL Deletion

Federal Facility Final NPL Deletion

IN

Federal Facility Five-Year Reviews

Active Restoration Advisory Boards (RABs)/Site-Specific Advisory Boards 4
(SSABs)

Technical Assistance Grants (TAGS) 4

Acres Made Available for Reuse 4
NOTE: Accomplishment datais pulled from CERCLIS on a monthly basis.
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EXHIBIT D.1. (2 of 3)
FEDERAL FACILITIESBRAC SITES

GPRA PROGRAM

ACTIVITY
APG | APM | Target | Measure

Federal Fecility Agreement (FFA)/Interagency Agreement (IAG)

Federal Facility Dispute Resolution

Use of Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEPS)

RI/FS or RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Starts

Decision Documents

Final Remedy Selected

ROD Amendment

Explanation of Significant Difference (ESD)

Remedia Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD) Starts

NSNS ISINTSNSINS

Remedial Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD)
Completion

RA or Corrective Measure Implementation (CMI) Starts

RA or Corrective Measure Implementation (CM1) Completion

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM) Starts

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM) Completions

BRAC Construction Completions

Operation and Maintenance (O& M) Starts

Federal Fecility Five-Year Reviews

Active Restoration Advisory Boards (RABS)

Technical Assistance Grants (TAGS)

Acres Made Available for Reuse

NSTSISTISTISNS NSNS IN]T NS

Operating Properly and Successfully
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EXHIBIT D.1. (3 of 3)
FEDERAL FACILITIESNON-NPL SITES

GPRA PROGRAM

ACTIVITY
APG | APM | Target | Measure

Federa Facility Agreement (FFA)/Interagency Agreement (IAG) v

RI/FS or RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Starts

Decision Documents

ROD Amendment

Explanation of Significant Difference (ESD)

Remedia Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD) Starts

Remedia Design or RCRA Corrective Measure Design (CMD) Completion

RA or Corrective Measure Implementation (CMI) Starts

RA or Corrective Measure Implementation (CMI) Completion

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM) Starts

Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM ) Completions

Operation and Maintenance (O& M) Starts

STISISTISISISISNSINININS

Active Restoration Advisory Boards (RABSs)/Site-Specific Advisory Boards
(SSABs)

N

Technical Assistance Grants (TAGS)

Acres Made Available for Reuse

NOTE: Definitions apply to all site categories.

D.B.2. Federal Facilities Site Discovery/Site Assessment Definitions

a Site Discovery

Definition:

Site discovery isthe process by which a potential hazardous waste site is entered into the CERCL IS inventory
for NPL assessment activities. The process typically starts when the facility has been listed on the Federal Agency
Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket. NOTE: There may be instances when afacility included in the docket may not be
listed in the CERCLIS database.

All sites moving through the NPL assessment process must have a Discovery action and actual completion date
documented in CERCLIS. Entry of the site discovery date initiates the NPL assessment process and placesthe site onthe
FF Preliminary Assessment Review backlog.

Definition of Accomplishment:

After the region determines the Federal facility is avalid CERCLA site, the site discovery date for Federal
facilitiesis the date the site is formally added to the Federal Agency Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket. The Site
Name and Discovery Date must be entered into CERCLISfor sites. Valid leads for site discovery actionsinclude: “Fund-
Financed (F)”; “EPA-In House (EP)”; “State (S)”, “Tribal (TR)”; and “Federa Facility (FF).”

November 9, 2006 D-12 Change 3, FY 06/07 SPIM



OSWER Directive 9200.3-14-1GR

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Actual start and planning dates are not required for the Discovery action. The Discovery date is entered
through the Add Site screen. The Discovery date will automatically populate the actual completion date for the
Discovery action. Regionsare now required to enter information on site type at the time of discovery onthe Add Site or
Site Discovery/Initiation screen. Multiple discovery actions are not allowed. Site discovery isa program measure.

Note: Thereis a separate field in CERCLISwhich records siteinitiation dates for removal-only sites. Sitesthat
are subject only to removal interest generally do not require adiscovery date. An exceptioniswhere alarge scale removal
action has been completed and the region seeks credit for anon-NPL site completion. Non-NPL ste completionsrequire
site assessment review indicating the site has no further remedial actions planned. The discovery date for sitesreferred
from removal to assessment should be the date the referral decision is made.

Regions are responsible for maintaining the accuracy of the non-NPL status for every non-NPL site in the
CERCLISinventory. Asnew actions and new dates are entered into CERCLIS, the system will ask the user to confirmor
change this value as appropriate.

b. Federal Facility Preliminary Assessment Reviews

Definition:

Federal Facility Preliminary Assessment (PA) Review isaquality assurance review of aPA or PA -equivalent
report submitted by another federal agency. EPA’srole at Federal facilitiesis to review PA reports developed and
submitted by the Federal agencies responsible for a given Federal facility. EPA may also approvethe review doneby a
statein lieu of its review. Upon reviewing the PA or PA -equivalent report for accuracy, completeness, and working with
the other federal agency to address any deficiencies, EPA then determines what next steps are appropriate with respect to
additional response action.

Backlogs The Federal Facility PA Review backlog consists of Federal facility siteswith aNon-NPL Status of “FFPA
review needed” or “FF-PA review ongoing.”

Definition of Accomplishment:

Federal Facility PA Review Starts - A Federa Fecility PA Review (Action Name = Federd Facility Preliminary
Assessment Review) is started when the EPA starts an in-house review of the Federal facility PA or PA -equivdent report,
and CERCLIS contains the actual PA start date (Actual Start) and avalid action lead of “Fund-Financed (F)” or “BPA-In
House (EP)”.

Federal Facility PA Review Completions - A Federa Facility PA Review (Action Name = Federal Facility
Preliminary Assessment Review ) is completed when:

=  Theappropriate Regional official signsaletter, form, or memo approving the PA report. The Federal Facility
Preliminary Assessment Review actual completion date is the date the Federal facility PA report is
approved;

=  CERCLIS contains the actual Federal Facility Preliminary Assessment Review completion date (Actual
Complete) alead and a “decision” on whether further activities are necessary in the Qualifier field; and

= The decision is documented by completing the Site Decision Form 9100-3 in CERCLIS or an equivalent
document. The decision document must be printed, signed by the appropriate Regional official, and placed
inthefile.
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A valid decision must be recorded in CERCLIS upon completion of aFederal facility PA Review. Pleaserefer to
Exhibit A.2 in section A.A.5for alist of valid qualifiersfor this action and a description of each qualifier.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Regions should attempt to complete PA reviews at Federa facility siteslisted in the CERCLIS inventory within a
reasonabl e schedule upon receipt of asufficient PA. PA review starts and completions are reported site-specificaly in
CERCLIS. Federa Facility Preliminary Assessment Review starts and completions are program measures.

If the Federal facility PA report does not provide sufficient information to complete the PA, the report shouldbe
referred back to the Federd facility (SubAction Name = Referred back to Fed Fac). The date the report isreferred back to
the Federal facility is entered into CERCLIS as the actual completion date (Actual Complete) of the SubAction, ‘Refared
back to Fed Fac’. Theactua completion date and qualifier for the Federal Facility Preliminary Assessment Review should
not be entered until all the report deficiencies have been addressed.

Regions are responsible for maintaining the accuracy of the non-NPL status for every non-NPL site in the
CERCLISinventory. Asnew actions and new dates are entered into CERCLIS, the system will ask the user to confirm or
change this value as appropriate.

C. Federal Facility SI Reviews

Definition;

Federal Facility Site Inspection Review isaquality assurance review of an Sl or Sl-equivalent report submitted
by another federal agency. EPA’srole at Federal facilitiesisto review Sl reports developed and submitted by the federd
agenciesresponsible for agiven Federal facility response. Upon reviewing the Sl or Sl-equivalent report for accuracy,
compl eteness, and working with the other federal agency to address any deficiencies, EPA then determines what next
steps are appropriate.

Backlogs The Federal Facility SI Review backlog consists of sites with aNon-NPL Status of “FF-Sl review needed” or
“FF-SI review ongoing.”

Definition of Accomplishment:

Federal Facility SI Review Starts - A Federal Facility SI Review (Action Name = Federd Fadility Site Ingpection
Review) is started when the EPA starts an in-house review of the Federal facility Sl or Sl-equivalent, and CERCLIS
contains the actual Sl start date (Actual Start) and avalid action lead of “Fund-Financed (F)” or “EPA-In House (EP)”.

Federal Facility SI Review Completions - A Federal Facility SI Review (Action Name = Federal Facility Site
Inspection Review) is completed when:

=  Theappropriate Regional officia signsaletter, form, or memo approving the S report. The Federal Fadlity
Site Inspection Review actual completion date isthe date the Federal facility Sl report is approved;

= CERCLIScontainsthe actual Federal Facility Site Inspection Review completion date (Actual Complete) a
lead and a “decision” on whether further activities are necessary in the Qualifier field; and

= The decision is documented by completing the Site Decision Form 9100-3 in CERCLIS or an equivalent
document. The decision document must be printed, signed by the appropriate Regional official, and placed
inthefile.
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A valid decision must be recorded in CERCLIS upon completion of a Federal facility S| Review. Pleaserefer to |
Exhibit A.2 in section A.A.5for alist of valid qualifiersfor this action and a description of each qualifier.

Changes in Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Regions should attempt to complete Sl reviews at Federal facility siteslisted inthe CERCLIS inventory within a
reasonabl e schedule upon receipt of a sufficient SI. Sl review starts and compl etions are reported site-specifically in
CERCLIS. Federal Facility Site Inspection Review starts and completions are program measures.

If the Federal facility Sl report does not provide sufficient information to complete the SI, the report shouldbe
referred back to the Federa facility (SubAction Name = Referred back to Fed Fac). The date the report isreferred back to
the Federal facility is entered into CERCLIS as the actual completion date (Actual Complete) of the SubAction, ‘Refared |
back to Fed Fac’. The actual completion date and qualifier for the Federal Facility Site Inspection Review should not be
entered until al the report deficiencies have been addressed.

Regions are responsible for maintaining the accuracy of the non-NPL status for every non-NPL site in the
CERCLISinventory. Asnew actions and new dates are entered into CERCLIS, the system will ask the user to confirm or |
change this value as appropriate.

d. Federal Facility ESI Reviews

Definition:

Federal Facility Expanded Site Inspection Review is a quality assurance review of aESI or ESI-equivaent report
submitted by another federal agency. EPA’sroleat Federa facilitiesisto review ESI reports developed and submitted by
the federal agencies responsible for a given Federal facility. Upon reviewing the ESI or ESI-equivalent report for
completeness, and working with the other federal agency to address any deficiencies, EPA then determines what next
steps are appropriate with respect to NPL listing.

Backlogs
The Federal Facility ESI Review backlog consists of sites with aNon-NPL Status of “FF-ESI review needed” o
“FF-ESI review ongoing.”

Definition of Accomplishment:

Federal Facility ESI Review Starts - A Federal Facility ESlI Review (Action Name= Federd Facility ESl Review)
is started when the EPA starts an in-house review of the Federal facility ESI or ESI-equivalent, and CERCLIScontainsthe |
actual ESI start date (Actual Start) and avalid action lead of “Fund-Financed (F)” or “EPA-In House (EP)”.

Federal Facility ESI Review Completions - A Federa Facility ESI Review (Action Name = Federa Facility ESI
Review) is completed when:

= Theappropriate Regional official signsaletter, form, or memo approving the ESI report. The Federal Faality
Expanded Site Inspection Review actual completion date is the date the Federal facility ESI report is
approved;

= CERCLIScontainsthe actual Federal Facility Expanded Site Inspection Review completion date (Actual |
Complete) alead and a “decision” on whether further activities are necessary in the Qualifier field; and

= The decision is documented by completing the Site Decision Form 9100-3 in CERCLIS or an equivalent |
document. The decision document must be printed, signed by the appropriate Regional officid, and placed
inthefile.
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A valid decision must be recorded in CERCLIS upon completion of a Federa facility ESl Review. Pleaserefer to
Exhibit A.2 in section A.A.5for alist of valid qualifiersfor this action and a description of each qualifier.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Regions should attempt to complete ESI reviews at Federal facility siteslisted in the CERCL IS inventory within a
reasonabl e schedul e upon receipt of asufficient ESI. ES| review starts and completions are reported site-gpecificdly in
CERCLIS. Federal Facility Expanded Site Inspection Review starts and completions are program measures.

If the Federal facility ESI report does not provide sufficient information to completethe ES, thereport should be
referred back to the Federd facility (SubAction Name = Referred back to Fed Fac). The date the report isreferred back to
the Federal facility is entered into CERCLIS as the actual completion date (Actual Complete) of the SubAction, ‘Refared
back to Fed Fac’. The actual completion date and qualifier for the Federal Facility Expanded Site Inspection Review
should not be entered until all the report deficiencies have been addressed.

Regions are responsible for maintaining the accuracy of the non-NPL status for every non-NPL site in the
CERCLISinventory. Asnew actions and new dates are entered into CERCLIS, the system will ask the user to confirm or
change this value as appropriate.

D.B.3. Federal Facilities Definitions

a Base Closur e Decisions: Start and Completions

Definition;

A base closure action occurs when EPA isinvolved in either a CERFA Section 120(h)(4) uncontaminated parcel
determination, aFinding of Suitability to Transfer (FOST), aFinding of Suitability to Lease (FOSL), or adetermination is
made by EPA that an approved remedy is Operating Properly and Successfully (OPS) at BRAC locations pursuant to
CERFA/CERCLA Section 120(h)(3). Under CERFA/CERCLA Section 120(h)(4), the military service must designate, and
EPA/State is required to concur, on property that is uncontaminated. A FOST documents the conclusion that real
property made available through the BRAC processis environmentally suitable for transfer by deed under Section 120(h)
of CERCLA. A FOSL documentsthat property at aBRAC location is environmentally suitablefor lease, i.e., that the reuse
does not impede the environmental response at the location and that the use of the property islimited to amanner which
will protect human health and the environment. Under CERCLA Section 120(h)(3), before property can be transferred by
deed, the military service must demonstrate to EPA that the approved remedy is operating properly and successfully.

The phrase “operating properly and successfully” involves two separate concepts: operating “propely” isused
if the remedy is operating as designed; operating “successfully” isused if the operation of the remedy will achievethe
cleanup levels or performance goals for the particular contaminant delineated in the decision document. Where more than
one remedial action is required for a parcel, al such actions must operate properly and successfully. Therefore, EPA
interprets the term “operating properly and successfully” to mean that the remedial action was engineered and
implemented and is functioning in such a manner that it is expected to achieve cleanup goals and adequately protect
human health and the environment.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Base Closure Decision Start Date: Date that adocument isreceived by EPA that identifiesafacility or a parcel
as acandidate to be transferred by deed or lease (e.g., EBS submitted); or a clean parcel determination isreceived by EPA
for concurrence as required by CERFA; or the date of the written request submitted by the other federal agency for
concurrence on suitability to transfer or lease; or the date on which awritten request for EPA concurrenceisreceived that
a120(h)(3) remedy is operating properly and successfully.
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Base Closure Decision Completion Date: The date the appropriate Regiona official signsaletter, form, or memo
stating that EPA has completed its review and provided comments or concurrence on the FOST or FOSL; or thedatethe
appropriate Regional official signsaletter, form, or memo stating that EPA has compl eted its review of the demonstration
that a remedy is operating properly and successfully for purposes of CERCLA section 120(h)(3); or the date the
appropriate Regional official signsaletter concurring on aclean parcel identified under CERFA. In addition to entering
the date of completion, also enter the acreage covered by the Base Closure Decision Document.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Base Closure Completionsis a program measure. Base Closure Startsis aprogram measure. Regions may enter
acreage information through the FOST or FOSL screens in CERCLIS.

b. Non-BRAC Property Actions

Definition:
A non-BRAC property transfer action occurs when EPA has reviewed and concurred on:

Thetransfer of non-BRAC property from the Federal Government under CERCLA 120(h)(3)(A): A federd
agency may request that EPA review and comment/concur on transfers under this section, however, EPA does not
statutorily have to provide concurrence or comment for the transfer to occur, other than in instances where an OPS
determination is required to be made prior to the transfer of deed.

An early transfer under CERCLA 120(h)(3)(C): For facilitieslisted onthe NPL, EPA isrequired to approve the
deferral of the covenant found in CERCLA 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(1) that all remedial action necessary to protect human health
and the environment has been taken before the date of transfer. The EPA Early Transfer Guidance should be used to
approve such requests.

Provided an OPS determination pursuant to CERCLA 120(h)(3): Under CERCLA Section 120(h)(3), before
property can be transferred by deed, the federal department or agency must demonstrate to EPA that the approved
remedy is operating properly and successfully.

The phrase “ operating properly and successfully” involves two separate concepts: operating “properly” isused
if the remedy is operating as designed; operating “successfully” isused if the operation of the remedy will achieve the
cleanup levels or performance goasfor the particular containment delineated in the decision document. Where more than
one remedial action is required for a parcel, all such actions must operate properly and successfully. Therefore, EPA
interprets the term “operating properly and successfully” to mean that the remedial action was engineered and
implemented and is functioning in such a manner that it is expected to achieve cleanup goals and adequately protect
human health and the environment.

Provided a concurrenceto DOE for the lease of property on the NPL under the Hall Amendment: Lessngof
real property at DOE weapons production facilities that are either being closed or reconfigured is subject to the
requirements of the Hall Amendment under the following conditions: 1) the Hall Amendment isthe authority invoked for
alease, and 2) thereal property to beleased ison the NPL. In these cases, DOE must request the concurrence of the EPA
Regional Administrator for the proposed lease. DOE may lease if EPA concurs within 60 days or EPA failsto respond to
DOE'’s concurrence request after 60 days. The Joint DOE/EPA Interim Policy Statement on Leasing Under the “Hall
Amendment” (1998) governsthese | eases.

Made a CERCLA 120(h)(4) uncontaminated parcel determination: Under CERFA/CERCLA Section 120(h)(4),
the federal department or agency must designate, and EPA isrequired to concur, on property that is a part of afacility
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listed on the NPL that is uncontaminated. For property not closed or realigned pursuant to a base closure law, the
identification and concurrenceis required to be made at |east 6 months before the termination of operations on the facility.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Non-BRAC Property Action Start Date: Date of awritten request submitted by the other federal agency for
EPA concurrence on suitability to transfer, including early transfers, or lease; or aclean parcel determination isreceived
by EPA for concurrence as required by CERFA; or, the date on which awritten request for EPA concurrenceisreceived
that a 120(h)(3) remedy is operating properly and successfully.

Non-BRAC Property Action Completion Date: The date the appropriate regional official signs aletter,fom,or
memo stating that EPA has completed its review and provided comments or concurrence on the transfer or leasing
document(s); or the date the appropriate regional official signsaletter, form, or memo stating that EPA has completed its
review of the demonstration that a remedy is operating properly and successfully for purposes of CERCLA section
120(h)(3); or the date the appropriate regiona official signsaletter concurring on aclean parcel identified under CERFA.
In addition to entering the date of completion, also enter the acreage covered by the property action.

C. Federal Facility Agreement (FFA)/I nteragency Agreement (IAG)

Definition:

FFAS/IAGs are legal agreements between federal agencies responsible for cleanup, EPA, and the States. A Sate
elects whether to participatein FFA/IAG negotiations. FFA/IAGs set forth detailed requirements for performance of site
response activities as well as appropriate enforcement responses to non-compliance with the FFA/IAG. The FFA/IAG
requirement is set forth in Section 120(e) of CERCLA. They arerequired at NPL facilities no later than 6 months after the
first ROD issigned at the facility.

Definition of Accomplishment:
FFA/IAG Start Date: Date notice letter is sent by EPA to the Federal facility, reported in CERCLISastheactud
start date (Actual Start) of FFA/IAG negotiations (Action Name = IAG Negotiation).

FFA/IAG Completion Date: Latter of the dates that the federal agency, EPA, and/or State sign the FFA/IAG, or
the date the L etter of Intent to sign an IAG issigned by all parties. This date must be reported in CERCL|Sastheactud
completion date (Actual Complete) of the FFA/IAG (Action Name = Federal Interagency Agreements).

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

FFA/IAG startswill betracked as | AG negotiations (Action Name = |AG Negotiation). FFA/IAG completions
will be tracked as the completion (Actual Complete) of the FFA/IAG (Action Name = Federal Interagency Agreement).
For those FFAS/IAGsthat are elevated for dispute resolution, record the date el evated as the actual completion date of
the SubAction “IAG Dispute Admin Referral” and not asthe FFA/IAG completion date. Regionsdo not receive credit for
FFA/IAG completion when the FFA/IAG is elevated to HQ for dispute resolution. ThisisaProgram Measure.
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d. Federal Facility Dispute Resolution

Definition:
When the federal agency, state, and/or EPA make an effort to formally or informally resolve a FFA/IAG dispute
after the FFA/IAG is signed.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Dispute Resolution Start Date: Date that any party to the FFA/IAG sends a letter to the other parties notifying
them asto theissuein dispute. Thisisreported in CERCLIS asthe actual start date (Actual Start) of dispute resolution
(Action Name = Alternative Dispute Resolution).

Dispute Resolution Completion Date: Date the document resolving theissueissigned (e.g., letter of agreement,
agreement document). Thisisreported in CERCLIS asthe actual completion date (Actual complete) of dispute resolution
(Action Name = Alternative Dispute Resolution).

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Federa Facility Dispute Resolution is reported in CERCLIS as Alternative Dispute Resolution (Action Name=
Alternative Dispute Resolution) with a Federal facility (FF) lead. Thisisaprogram measure.

e Use of Supplemental Environmental Projects (SEPS)

Definition:

SEPs are environmentally beneficial projects which afederal agency agreesto undertake to mitigate amonetary
penalty, but which the violator is not otherwise legally required to perform. The SEP could be for public health, pollution
prevention, pollution reduction, environmental restoration and protection, assessments and audits, environmental
compliance promotion, emergency planning and preparedness, or other program-specific projects.

Definition of Accomplishment:
The date of agreement between EPA and a federal agency to implement a SEPis reported in CERCLISas the
SubA ction “Supplemental Envir Projects”. The estimated dollar value of the SEP must also be entered.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Thisisaprogram measure. Both the number of SEPs and their estimated value will be tracked. The estimated
value of the SEP isreported on the Penalty/SEP screen in the Federal facilities module in CERCLIS.

f. Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) or RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Starts

Definition:

The RI/FS is a CERCLA investigation designed to characterize the site, assess the nature and extent of
contamination, evaluate potential risks to human health and the environment, and devel op and evauate potentia remedia
alternatives. A RFI isaRCRA investigation designed to evaluate thoroughly the nature and extent of the release of
hazardous wastes and hazardous constituents and to gather necessary datato support the Corrective Measure Study
(CMS) and/or Interim/Stabilization Measure (ISM).
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Definition of Accomplishment:
The RI/FS (Action Name = FF RI/FS or FF RI) or RFI (Action Name = RCRA Facility Investigation) start is
defined asfollows:

=  Sites where there has been no RI/FS or RFI work started prior to the effective date of the FFA/IAG, the
actual start date (Actual Start) isthe EPA or State receipt of adraft work plan for the RI/FS or RFI; or

= Siteswhere RI/FS or RFI work has been started prior to the FFA/IAG effective date and there has been
substantial EPA or State involvement (EPA or the State has reviewed and commented, approved/concurred,
or accepted the work plan), the actual start date (Actual Start) is also the date of receipt of adraft RI/FS or
RFI work plan (Note: this date will be prior to |AG completion date); or

= Siteswhere RI/FSor RFI work starts prior to the FFA/IAG effective date and there has been limited EPA or
State involvement, the date of the RI/FS or RFI actual start date (Actual Start) isthelatter date that EPA or
the State and the other agency sign the FFA/IAG.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Thisisaprogram measure.

0. Timespan from Final NPL Listing ToRI/FS

Definition:

Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) Section 120(e) states “not later than six months after
theinclusion of any facility on the NPL, the department, agency, or instrumentality shall ... commence an RI/FSfor such
facility.” This measure calculates the days and the time frame from final NPL Listing to the first RI/FS start. Siteswith
time frames greater than 180 days will be deemed not to have met this requirement.

Definition of Accomplishment:

This measure will calculate, by site, the interval between final NPL listing (publication of final listing in the
Federal Register) and the actual date for the first RI/FS start. The timespan will be cal culated based on the RI/FS start
definition outlined above and the final NPL listing (Action Name = Final Listing on NPL) actua completion date (Actual
Complete).

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
ThisisaManagement reporting tool. Datain CERCLISwill be used to calculate thetimespan on an annual basis.
HQ will perform the analysis at the end of the fiscal year.

h. Decision Documents

Definition:

Upon completion of aFederal facility RI/FS, CMS, or Engineering Eval uation/Cost Analysis (EE/CA), the federd
agency selects a remedy that is presented in a cleanup decision document (e.g., ROD, RCRA Statement of
Basis/Response to Comments, Action Memo, Removal Action Decision Document, ROD Amendment or Explanation of
Significant Difference (ESD)). EPA may either approve or concur on the remedy selection or, in the case of adispute, EPA
may select the remedy. For EPA, thisauthority has been delegated to the Regional Administrator or her/his delegate.
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Definition of Accomplishment:

Date (Actual Complete) the ROD (Action Name = Record of Decision), the appropriate RCRA Statement of
Basis/Response to Comments (Action Name = RCRA SB/RTC), Action Memo (Action Name = Approval of Action
Memo), Removal Action Decision Document (Action Name = Removal Action Decision Doc), ROD Amendment (Action
Name = Record of Decision and SubAction Name = ROD Amendment) or Explanation of Significant Difference (Action
Name = Record of Decision and SubAction Name = Explanation of Significant Diff) or is signed by the Regional
Administrator or delegate, or the date of EPA concurrence/approval on the clean-up decision document pursuant to
FFA/IAG or other enforceable decision document, or the date of EPA s letter of concurrence.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:

The ROD Completion dateisthe same asthe RI/FS completion date. The EE/CA completion date isthe same as
the Action memo or Removal Action Decision Document completion date. The date of the RCRA Corrective Measure
Decision document isthe CM S Completion date. Thisisaprogram target.

Note: One ROD document equals one ROD target completion, even if the ROD covers multiple OUs (in addition, the
pipeline action ends after aNo Action ROD, do not enter RA Start or Completion dates for aNo Action ROD).

i. Final Remedy Selected

Definition:

This measure will track the Government Performance Results Act (GPRA)Final Remedy Selected at NPL Sites.
Final Remedy Selected documentswill also betracked in CERCLIS for non-NPL sites but will not be reported to respond
tothe GPRA goal. A Final Remedy Selected occurs when afinal decision has taken place at asite (i.e. the final remedy
has been selected at the last OU for asite). Thiscan include the signature of the final ROD, ROD Amendment or Removal
Action at asite. Siteswhich are Construction Complete or sites deleted from the NPL may also be eligible for a Final
Remedy Determination. In general, Explanation of Significant Difference will not constitute aFinal Remedy Selected since
that documents a non-fundamental changeto aremedy. Also, apartia deletion from the NPL does not constitute aFinal
Remedy Selected since it does not constitute afinal decision for the entire site.

Definition of Accomplishment:
Credit under CERCLA for aFinal Remedy Selected is received when:

= A sitehasaFina ROD or ROD Amendment and no existing planned ROD, ROD Amendment, Removal
Action Memorandum, RI/FS or EE/CA. The date the designated Regional Official or the AA OSWER signs
the ROD at a site for each RA is reported in CERCLIS as the ROD (Action Name = Record of Decision)
completion date (Actual Complete); or

= Site hasaRemoval Action Memorandum and no existing planned ROD, RI/FS, EE/CA or planned action
memorandum.

= Siteis Construction Complete as documented by the actual completion date (Actual Complete) of the
Preliminary Close-Out Report (Action Name = Prelim Close-Out (PCOR) Rep Prepared), or the actual
completion date (Actual Complete) of the Final Close-Out Report (Action Name = Close-Out Report) and
HQ has entered the Construction Completion indicator in CERCLIS and no future ROD, ROD Amendment,
Action Memorandum, RI/FS or EE/CA isplanned. (The Final Remedy Selected designation may only be
applied to the PCOR if there is no previous ROD, ROD Amendment, or Action Memorandum that
constitutes the final decision.)

=  Site has been deleted from the NPL (Action Name = Final Deletion from NPL), which is documented when
the Notice of Deletion is published in the Federal Register and no future ROD, ROD Amendment, Action
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Memorandum, RI/SF or EE/CA isplanned. (The Final Remedy Selected designation may be applied to the
Final Notice of Deletion if thereisno PCOR and if there isno previous ROD, ROD Amendment or Action
Memorandum that constitutes the final decision.)

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements;
Thisisaprogram target.

j. ROD Amendments

Definition:

A ROD Amendment documents fundamental changes to the remedy selected in the ROD. Fundamental changes
involve an appreciable change or changes in the scope, performance, and/or cost or may be a number of significant
changes that together have the effect of afundamental change.

Definition of Accomplishment:

ROD Amendment: the date (Actual Complete) the ROD Amendment (Action Name = Record of Decision and
SubAction Name = ROD Amendment) is signed by the Regional Administrator or delegate, or the date of EPA
concurrence/approval on the cleanup decision document pursuant to FFA/IAG or other enforceabl e decision document,
or the date of EPA’s letter of concurrence.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Reguirements:
ROD Amendments count towards the Program Target for Decision Documents.

k. Explanations of Significant Difference (ESD)

Definition:

An Explanation of Significant Difference (ESD) documents significant changesto a Record of Decision (ROD).
Significant changes generally involve a change to a component of aremedy that does not fundamentally alter the overall
cleanup approach.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Explanation of Significant Difference: the Date (Actual Complete) the ESD (Action Name = Record of Decision
and SubA ction Name = Explanation of Significant Diff) issigned by the Regional Administrator or delegate, or the date of
EPA concurrence/approval on the clean-up decision document pursuant to FFA/IAG or other enforceable decision
document, or the date of EPA’s letter of concurrence.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Reguirements:
ESDs count towards the Program Target for Decision Documents.
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l. Remedial Design

Definition:

The RD isaCERCLA design that establishes the general size, scope, and character of a project, and detailsand
addresses the technical requirements of the RA selected in the ROD. The RD may include, but is not limited to, drawings,
specification documentation, and statement of bidability and constructability. The CMD is a RCRA design that
establishes the general size, scope, and character of a project, and details and addresses the technicd requirementsof the
CMC selected in the RCRA Corrective Measure decision document. The CMD may include, but is not limited to,
drawings, specification documentation, and statement of bidability and constructability. A RD or CMD is complete when
the plans and specifications for the selected remedy are developed and approved.

Definition of Accomplishment:

RD Start - If post-ROD, the RD (Action Name = FF RD) or CMD (Action Name = Corrective Measure Design)
start date (Actual Start) is the date of submission of the RD or CMD work plan or other appropriate documents or
statement of work. If work begins prior to the ROD, the RD or CM D actual start date (Actual Start) will be the ROD
signature date or submission date of RD or CMD work plan or any other major deliverable (e.g., 30% design compl ete).

RD Completion- RDs and CMDs are considered complete the date aletter is signed by thegppropriate Regiona
official approving the entire fina RD or CMD package. |f EPA does not approvethefina RD or CMD package, the RD or
CMD is considered compl ete the date of the Commerce Business Daily (CBD) or other appropriate publication requesting
bids onthefinal RD or CMD package. Thisdateisreportedin CERCLIS asthe actual completion date (Actual Complete)
of the RD (Action Name = FF RD) or CMD (Action Name = Corrective Measure Design).

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Thisisa SCAP reporting measure. RD or CMD starts and completions are reported site-specifically (Action
Name = FF RD or Corrective Measure Design) in CERCLIS.

m. Duration of ROD to | AG Negotiation Completion

Definition:

The objective of this measure isto focus attention on the statutory requirement for an IAG to be entered into
within 180 days after signature of the ROD. SARA Section 120(e) (2) states that “within 180 days|[after signature of the
ROD], the head of the department, agency, or instrumentality concerned shall enter into alAG with the administrator for
the expeditious completion by such department, agency, or instrumentality of all necessary remedial action at such
facility.” This measure tracks compliance against the CERCLA Section 120 statutory requirements.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The duration of ROD to IAG will be calculated based on the actual completion date of the ROD (Action name =
Record of Decision) and the latter of the dates that the federal agency, EPA, and/or State sign the IAG, or the date the
Letter of Intent to sign an IAG is signed by all parties, as reported in CERCLIS as the actual completion (Actual
Completion) of FFA/IAG negotiations (Action Name = |AG Negotiation).

Changes in Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:
ThisisaManagement reporting tool. Datain CERCLISwill be used to calculate the timespan on a semi -annud
basis. HQ will perform the analysis.
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n. Remedial Action (RA) or RCRA Corrective M easure Implementation (CMI) Starts

Definition:
A RA or CMI istheimplementation of the remedy selected in the ROD or appropriate RCRA corrective measure
decision document at NPL sites to ensure protection of human health and the environment.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Date on which substantial, continuous, physical, on-site, remedial actions begin pursuant to SARA Section
120(e) as documented by amemo or letter to EPA. Thisdateis reported in CERCLISasthe actud RA (Action Name=H
RA) or CMI (Action Name = Corrective Measure |mplementation) start date (Actual Start).

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Thisisaprogram measure. RA or CMI starts are reported site specifically (Action Name = FF RA or Corrective
Measure Implementation) in CERCLIS.

0. Timespan from ROD Signatureto RA Start

Definition:
The objective of this measure isto focus attention on the statutory requirement for an RA start within 15 months
of the ROD signature.

SARA Section 120(e) states that “substantial, physical, on-site remedial action shall be commenced at each
Federal facility no later than 15 months after completion of the investigation and study.” Thismeasuretracks compliance
against the CERCLA Section 120 statutory requirements.

Definition of Accomplishment:

This measure will look at federal agency performance by comparing the average timespan from ROD signature to
RA start for all siteswhere aRA actually started in FY 06/07. Sites exceeding the 15 month requirement will beidentified.
Comparisons will be made to previous Agency performance to determine trends.

The durations will be calculated using the actual ROD (Action Name = Record of Decision) completion date
(Actual Complete) and the actual RA (Action Name = FF RA) start date (Actual Start) in CERCLIS. The ROD signature
and RA start definition contained in Decision Documents and RA or Corrective Measure Construction Starts,
respectively, will be used in the analysis.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
ThisisaManagement reporting tool. Datain CERCLISwill be used to calculate the timespan on a semi -annud
basis. HQ will perform the analysis.
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p. RA or CMI Completions

Definition:

A RA or CMI iscomplete when construction activities are complete, afinal inspection has been conducted, and
an interim or final RA Report or appropriate CMI reporting vehicle has been prepared and approved by EPA inwriting.
This report summarizes site conditions and construction activities. Note: This date may be later than 120(h)(3) BRAC
requirements for base closure.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The RA or CMI is compl ete the date that the designated Regional officid (Branch Chief or above, as determined
by the EPA Region) approvesin writing the interim or final RA Report or signs the interim or final report or appropriate
CMI reporting vehicle for the RA or CMI that documents the compl etion of construction activities. Inlieuof areport from
the contractor’s construction manager, the region must prepare areport to document the completion. The approval can
be provided with an appropriate signature on the RA Report cover sheet or by letter to the originator of the RA Report.
The appropriate date must be recorded in CERCLIS as the actual completion date (Actual Complete) of the RA (Action
Name = FF RA) or CMI (Action Name = Corrective Measure |mplementation).

An action qualifier must be entered into CERCLIS indicating the RA was completed viaan Interim or Final RA
Report (Action Qualifier = Interim RA or Final RA).

Interim Remedial Action Report
Criteriafor approval of the Interim Remedial Action Report are:

=  Theremedy includes groundwater or surface water restoration, with active treatment or natural attenuation,
to reduce contaminant concentrations to meet cleanup goals and cleanup goals have not been achieved;

= The construction of the treatment and/or monitoring system is completed and the system is operating as
intended;

= |f the RA includes remedy components other than groundwater, construction activities are complete and
cleanup goals specified in the ROD have been achieved for these components;

= A contract final inspection or equivalent has been conducted;
= Institutional controls, if applicable, arein place; and

= The Interim Remedia Action Report contains the information described in “Close Out Procedures for
National PrioritiesList Sites.”

Note: When an Interim RA Report is prepared as indicated above, aFinal RA Report islater required once
cleanup goals for the groundwater or surface water restoration are achieved.
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Final Remedia Action Report

Criteriafor approval of the Final Remedial Action Report are:

= All construction activities are complete, including site restoration and demobilization;

= All cleanup goals specified in the ROD have been achieved, including ground and surface water

restoration;

= A contract final inspection or equivalent has been conducted;

= [ngtitutional controls, if applicable, are in place; and

= TheFinal Remedial Action Report contains the information described in “Close Out Proceduresfor Nationd

PrioritiesList Sites”

The following table provides examples of Remedia Actions and indicates when Remedial Action Completion can

be achieved.

Remedial Action Completion Examples

Example RA

RA Complete

Excavation and off-site disposal of
contamination.

After all wastes have been excavated, removed from the site to
an approved location, site has been restored, cleanup goals
have been achieved, and the Final RA Report is approved.
Since wastes have been removed, no O& M activities for this
remedy are expected.

On-site treatment of wastes, other than
groundwater or surface water, to achieve
cleanup goals (e.g., soil vapor extraction,
bi oremediation, incineration).

After cleanup goals have been achieved for the treated
wastes, site has been restored, and the Final RA Report is
approved. Since wastes have been treated to achieve cleanup
levels, no O&M activities for this remedy are expected.

Containment remedies (e.g., caps, flood/erosion
control measures, barrier walls, leachate
collection/treatment measures, groundwater
measures to capture or prevent migration of
plume, or surface water interception/diversion
measures).

After construction of the designed remedy is complete,
cleanup goals have been achieved, and the Final RA Report is
approved. O&M activitiesfollow.

Groundwater and surface water restoration
remedies that involve active treatment to reduce
contaminant concentrations to meet cleanup
goals.

After construction of the treatment plant and monitoring
system are completed, the plant/system is operating as
intended, and the Interim RA Report is approved. O&M
activitiesfollow. The Final RA Report is prepared when
cleanup levelsare achieved.

Groundwater and surface water restoration
remedies where restoration is later determined to
be technically impracticable (T1 waiver).

After ROD Amendment has documented the Tl waiver, other
cleanup goals have been achieved and Final RA Report is
approved. O& M activities may follow if further monitoring is
needed.
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EXHIBIT D.2.
REMEDIAL PIPELINE FLOW CHARTS

Treatment and Off-site Disposal Remedies Pipeline

Final
RA Report

= | {no O+ M requrbed)

* For example; bioremediation, SVE OPS

Containment Remedies Pipeline

Final
RA Report

- L | o+M # | (neneed for OPS)

Ground Water and Surface Water Restoration Pipeline
and Monitored National Attenuation

Interim FI'IE?I RA RG“ﬂ;Iurt
ean| 5
RA Report Ar.'hiep\redi
' o+M
e RA | =
oPs

OPS= Operating Properly & Successfully and applies only to BRAC sites.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Reguirements:

Thisisaprogram target. RA or CMI (Action Name = FF RA or Corrective Measure Implementation) completions
are reported site specifically in CERCLIS An action qualifier must be entered into CERCLIS indicating the RA was |
completed viaan Interim or Final RA Report (Action Qualifier = Interim RA or Final RA).
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g Removal or RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measur e (ISM) — Startsand Completions

Definition;

Removal actions are defined as the cleanup or removal of released hazardous substances from the environment,
and the necessary actions taken in the event of the threat of release of hazardous substances into the environment. 1ISMs
are defined as RCRA removal actions that are intended to abate threats to human health and the environment from
releases and/or to prevent or minimize the further spread of contamination while ong-term remediesare pursued. Regions
need to report removal actions conducted in response to emergency, time-critical, and non-time criticd (NTC) Stuationsa
BRAC, non-NPL or NPL sites. Under the Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP), DoD isrequired to notify
EPA of itsremoval actions. Long-term O& M should not be conducted under the removal.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Removal/l SM Start Date: Date the federal agency begins actual on-site removal work, or the date of Action
Memorandum signature, or the date the lead federal agency provides notice to EPA, or other decision document
signature/approval. The date must be reported in CERCLIS asthe actual start date (Actual Start) of the removal (Action
Name = FF Removal) or ISM (Action Name = RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure).

Removal/l SM Completion Date: Actual date the federal agency has demobilized and notified EPA, completing
the scope of work delineated in the Action Memorandum or other decision document. The date must be reported in
CERCLISasthe actual completion date (Actual Complete) of theremoval (Action Name = FF Removal), or ISM (Action
Name = RCRA Interim/Stabilization Measure).

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
See Definition of Accomplishment. Removal or RCRA ISM startsisa GPRA measure; Remova or RCRA ISM
completionsisaprogram measure.

r. Migration of Contaminated Ground Water Under Control

Definition:

The Migration of Contaminated Ground Water Under Control indicator assesses whether ground water
contamination is below protective, risk-based levels or, if not, whether the migration of contaminated ground water is
stabilized and there is not unacceptable discharge to surface water and monitoring will be conducted to confirm that
affected ground water remains in the original area of contamination. Thisindicator islimited to sites with known past
and/or present ground water contamination.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The criteriafor determining if ground water migration is controlled are found in the Migration of Contaminated
Ground Water Under Control Survey (refer to Exhibit D.3), the Environmental |ndicators Guidance Manud, the Long-Tam
Human Health Protection Data Quality Objectives document, and on the Superfund Environmental | ndicators Website.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:

The Migration of Contaminated Ground Water survey must be completed and/or reviewed by October 7 of eech
year in CERCLIS to reflect the status at each site as of the end of the prior fiscal year (Program Management/
Environmental Indicators).
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Exhibit D.3.

Superfund Migration of Contaminated
Ground Water Under Control Worksheet

Definition: Is the migration of contaminated ground water from the site being controlled through engineered or natural processes?
Region:
State:

EPA ID:
Site Name:

No  grop, you do not need to

: : i : 5
Does or did the site have contaminated ground water? complete the GM EI

*Yes

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on

I“S‘gg‘;ie“t known and reasonably suspected releases to the ground water been considered in this EI determination?

< Explain Rationale:

List Site Reference Document:

yYes

Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be “contaminated” above appropriately
protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards,

guidelines, or criteria) as a result of a release from the site? No
Explain Rationale: —» YES,
Site Does
Meet
List Site Reference Document: Definition
yYes
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that contaminated ground water
is expected to remain within “existing area of contaminated ground water”) as defined by the monitoring
locations designated at the time of this determination?
. Explain Rationale: No
Insufficient
Data
List Site Reference Document:
*Yes
Step 4. Does “contaminated” ground water discharge into surface water bodies?
Explain Rationale:
< _ No
Insufficient ]
Data List Site Reference Document:
yYes
Step 5. Can the discharge of “contaminated™ ground water into surface water be shown to be “currently
acceptable” as defined (i.e, not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems
that should not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)?
- - Explain Rationale: No
Insufficient =
Data
List Site Reference Document:
¥Yes
Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data | ¢ |
as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated ground water has remained within
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the “existing area” of contaminated ground water? | N
Tnsufficient| Explain Rationale: >
Data
List Site Reference Document:
¥ lYes v
INSUFFICIENT DATA, NO, Site Does Not
More Information Needed YES, Site Does Meet Definition Meet Definition

to Make Determination
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S. Long-Term Human Health Protection I ndicator

Definition:
The Long-Term Human Health Protection indicator documents the progress achieved towards providing long-

term human health protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved in controlling unacceptable human
exposures at asite.

"Unacceptable human exposures" are potential exposures associated with complete human exposure pathways
that present an unacceptable risk" -pathways by which an individual could reasonably be exposed to a hazardous
substance, pollutant, or contaminant at levels that could result in injury, disease, or death. Unacceptable human
exposures can be controlled by:

» Reducing the level of contamination associate with complete exposure pathways to the point where the
exposure is no longer "unacceptable” and

« Controlling or eliminating contaminant migration to hurman receptors, preventing human receptors for
contracting contaminants in-place, or controlling human receptor activity patterns (e.g., by reducing the
potential frequency or duration of exposure).

The Progress Categories that describe the level of incremental human health protection achieved at asite are as
follows:

» Insufficient datato determine human exposure control status,

e Current human exposures not controlled;

»  Current human exposures not controlled but some human exposures control achieved,
e Current human exposures controlled;

e Current human exposures controlled and protective remedy in place; and

« Long-term human health protection achieved.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The criteriafor determining the status of long-term human health protection at a site are found in the
Environmental Indicators Guidance Manual, the Long-Term Human Health Protection Data Quality Objectives
document, and on the Superfund Environmental Indicators Website.
(http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/ei/ei gui dance. pdf)

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

The Long-Term Human Hedlth Protection worksheet must be completed in CERCLIS and/or reviewed by October
7 of each year to reflect the status at each site as of the end of the prior fiscal year (Program Management/Environmental
Indicators).
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Exhibit D.4.

Superfund Long-Term Human Health Protection Worksheet

Definition: The Long-Term Human Health Protection El documents the progress achieved towards providing long-term
human health protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved in controlling unacceptable human exposures at a

site.
Soti;:r;l ul;:n::hl.:gr;nlgifs;;gf’:lon available to evaluate the status of human exposure No Insufficient Data to
g ’ | Determine Human
-
List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s): Exposurs Control
Status
Yes
Y
Step 2. Have all human exposure-related cleanup goals been met for the entire
site? Yes | Long-Term Human
| Health Protection
List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s): Achieved
No
Y
Step 3. Are there complete human exposure pathways between contaminated
No groundwater, surface water, soil, sediment or air media and human receptors such
that exposures can be reasonably expected under current conditions?
List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s):
Yes
Y
Step 4. Are the potential human exposures associated with complete pathways
ves |Within acceptable limits under current conditions?
© List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s):
[«
g No Current Human
8 N Exposures Not
o o v Controlled
=
o
Step 5. Have any actions been taken since EPA first exercised removal or
remedial authority at the site that have significantly reduced the level of previously Current Human
unacceptable human exposure under current conditions? Yes Exposures Not
= Controlled But Some
List Reference Document(s) and SOMS Number(s): Exposure Control
Achieved
No Current Human
Exposures
Step 6. Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy operating as intended, Copntrolled
and are engineering and institutional controls, if required, in place and effective?
= Current Human
List Refi D d SDMS Numb i
ist Reference Document(s) an umber(s) Yes |Exposure Controlled
| - .
Lt and Protective
Remedy in Place
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t. Operation and Maintenance (O& M)

Definition:

O&M arethe activities required to maintain the effectiveness or integrity of the remedy including institutional
controls. Except in the case of groundwater or surface restoration remedies, including monitored natural attenuation,
0O&M measures are initiated after cleanup goals are achieved, and the remedy is operating as intended. In the case of
groundwater or surface water restoration remedies, including monitored natural attenuation, O& M measures are initiated
when the remedy is operating as intended.

O&M [Action Name = Operations and Maintenance] starts when the designated EPA Regional Officia (Branch
Chief or above, as determined by the EPA region) approvesin writing the Interim or Final Remedial Action Report.

Where appropriate, the completion of O&M is defined as the date (actual complete) specified in the FFANAG. If
0O&M must be conducted indefinitely, regions should not enter as actual completion date.

Changesin Definition for FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements;
Thisisaprogram measure.

u. Cleanup Objectives Achieved

Definition:

This measure is used to indicate when cleanup objectives are achieved for groundwater and surface water
restoration, including monitored natural attenuation. It tracks achievement of cleanup objectives for these remedies
because they have not y et achieved cleanup objectives at Remedial Action completions.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Cleanup objectives are achieved when the designated Regional Official (Branch Chief or above) approvesin
writing the Final Remedial Action Report. This report should update information previously prepared in the Interim
Remedia Action Report. For more detailed information, see OSWER Directive 9320.2-09A -P, “ Close Out Proceduresfor
Completion and Deletion of National Priorities List Sites”

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
Cleanup Objectives Achieved is planned on an action specific basis (Action Name = Operations & Maintenance
and SubAction Name = Cleanup Goals Achieved) in CERCLIS. Thisisaprogram measure.

V. NPL Site Construction Completions

Definition;

Construction at aNPL siteis considered complete when physical construction iscompletefor theentire siteasa
result of one or several removal or remedial actions; and a Preliminary or Final Close Out Report (PCOR or FCOR) has
been signed by the designated Regional official and concurred with by HQ. The report must address construction
activitiesfor the entire site. Thereisonly one NPL site construction completion per NPL site, and the site must befind on
the NPL. For more detailed information, see OSWER Directive 9320.2-09A-P, “ Close Out Procedures for National
PrioritiesList Sites”
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Definition of Accomplishment:

The following table explains coding and accomplishment requirements.

NPL Site Construction Completion

Examplesof last OU or activity

When Construction is Complete

Coding Requirements

1) Excavation and off-site disposal of
contamination,

2) On-site treatment of wastes (except
for groundwater restoration,
bioremediation or soil vapor
extraction), or

3) Containment remedies.

Pre-final inspection has been
conducted, only minor punch list
items remain, and the designated
Regional official has signed the
Preliminary or Final Close-Out
Report (PCOR or FCOR).

In-situ bioremediation, ex-situ
bioremediation, or soil vapor
extraction.

Treatment unit has been constructed,
is operating as designed, studies show
that technology will achieve cleanup
gods, and the designated Regional
official has signed the PCOR.

Interim action RODs for groundwater
restoration to reduce contaminant
concentrations to meet cleanup goals.

Remedy is documented in final ROD,
physical construction of the remedy
is complete, and the designated
Regional official has signed the
PCOR.

RODs with contingency remedies

Physical construction of the remedy
is complete, a pre-final inspection has
been conducted, only minor punch
list items remain, the PCOR or

FCOR demonstrates that use of the
contingency is not anticipated, and
the designated Regional official has
signed the PCOR or FCOR.

The region enters completion date of the
report into CERCL | Sas the actual
completion date (Actual Complete) of the
Preliminary Close-Out Report [Action
Name = Prelim Close-Out Rep Prepared)],
or the actual completion date (Actual
Complete) of the Final Close-Out Report
[Action Name = Close Out Report]

AND

HQ enters the Construction Completion
indicator into CERCLIS Thisaction
constitutes HQ concurrence with the
PCOR or FCOR documentation.

Sites deleted from the NPL prior to
reaching Construction Completion.

When (1) EPA determinesthat all
physical construction is complete
under all statutory authorities, and
(2) dl other applicable construction
completion policy criteria have been
satisfied.

Consistent with requirements for final
NPL sites.

Sites requiring no remedial action or no
further remedial action in the last OU.
Thisincludes groundwater monitoring
if that isthe only activity specified in
the ROD.

No action or no further action ROD
has been signed, and the designated
Regiond officia has signed the PCOR
or FCOR. No Action RODs will not
be accepted for Construction
Completion.

Institutional controls
as the only remedy in the ROD.

The PCOR indicates that the
ingtitutional controls are in the
schedule for site completion, and the
designated Regional official has signed
the PCOR. If ingtitutional controls
have been implemented, region can go
directly to FCOR.

The region enters the compl etion date of
the report into CERCL I Sas the actua
completion date (Actual Complete) of the
PCOR (Action Name = Prelim Close-Out
Report Prepared) or the actual completion
date (Actual Complete) of the Final Close
Out Report (Action Name = Close Out
Report).

AND

HQ enters the Construction Completion
indicator into CERCLIS Thisaction
constitutes HQ concurrence with the
PCOR or FCOR documentation.
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NPL Site Construction Completion

Examplesof last OU or activity

When Construction is Complete

Coding Requirements

NPL site entirely addressed through
removal actions. For removals with
institutional controls, see above.

Actual date the federal agency has
demobilized and notified EPA,
completing the scope of work
delineated in the Action
Memorandum or other decision
document. The date must be
reported in CERCL|Sas the actual
completion date (Actual Complete)
of theremoval (Action Name = FF
Removal), or ISM (Action Name =
RCRA Interim/Stabilization

The region enters the following into
CERCLIS Theremoval (Action Name =
Remova Action or PRP Removal) actual
completion date (Actual Complete) as
reported in the POLREP; and the
Quadlifier that indicates that the siteis
Cleaned Up; and the actual completion
date (Actual Complete) of the Final Close
Out Report (Action Name = Close Out
Report);

AND

Measure). HQ enters the Construction Compl etion

indicator into CERCLIS Thisaction
constitutes concurrence with the FCOR
documentation.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Regionswill not receive credit for aNPL Site Construction Completion until the actual completion date of the
Preliminary or Final Close-Out Report is entered into CERCLIS, the necessary documentationissubmitted to HQ, and HQ
enters the construction completion indicator into CERCLIS. Regionsidentify sitesto meet the goal priortothegart of the
FY. ThisisaGPRA annua performance goal.

W, Sitewide Ready for Reuse
Definition:
The Sitewide Ready for Reuse measure appliesto final and deleted construction complete NPL sites where:
(@) All cleanup goalsin the ROD or other remedy decision document(s) have been achieved for mediathat
may affect current and reasonably anticipated future uses of the site, so that there are no unacceptable
risks; and
2 All ingtitutional or other controls required in the ROD or other remedy decision document(s) have been
put in place.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Thecriteriafor determining and reporting how and when asite meets the definition of Sitewide Ready for Reuse
are found in the Guidance for Documenting and Reporting the Superfund Stewide Ready-for-Reuse Performance
Measure (OSWER 9365.0 — 36, May 2006). Per this guidance, Regions will submit a completed Sitewide Reedy for Reuse
checklist to Headquarters for approval before the reported site may be counted to meet the GPRA target for this measure.
Changesin Definition FY 04/05 — FY 06/07

New GPRA measurefor FY 2006.

Special Planning/Reporting Reguirements

ThisisaGPRA Annual Performance Measure. It includes Federal facility and non-Federal facility sites. The
Superfund Sitewide Ready for Reuse Checklist for Reporting the Sitewide Ready for Reuse GPRA M easure must be
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completed in hard-copy, submitted to Headquarters and reviewed by October of each year to reflect the status at each site
as of the end of the prior fiscal year. Dataentry functionsfor this measure will beincorporated into CERCLISfor FY 2007

reporting.

X. Federal Facility Partial NPL Deletion

Definition:

To support revitalization and other efforts, EPA will consider partial deletion for portions of sites when no
further response is appropriate for that portion of the site. Such portion may be a defined geographic unit of the site,
perhaps as small asaresidentia unit, or may be a specific medium at the site (e.g., groundwater), depending on the nature
or extent of therelease(s). The criteriafor partia deletion are the same asfor final deletion. Given State concurrence, EPA
considers:

=  Whether responsible or other parties have implemented all appropriate and required response actions;

=  Whether all appropriate Fund-financed responses under CERCLA have been implemented and EPA has
determined that no further cleanup by responsible parties is appropriate; or

=  Whether the release of hazardous substances poses no significant threat to the public health, welfare or the
environment, thereby eliminating the need for remedial action.

The partial deletion action should be used only when the deletion does not address all releases listed on the
NPL. If adeletion does cover the remaining release listed on the NPL, the action should be treated as a Final NPL
Deletion (Action Name = Deletion from NPL), discussed below.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The partial NPL deletion process begins when aNotice of Intent to Partially Delete (Action Name = Notice of
Intent to Partially Delete) is published in the Federal Register for the specified portion of asite onthe NPL. Notice of
Intent to Partially Deleteis completed (Actual Complete) the day the Federal Register is published. If the Direct Final
Processfor Partial Deletionsis used, the process begins when the Direct Final Action Noticeis published in the Federal
Register (Action Name = Notice of Intent to Partially Delete).

The partial NPL deletion process (Action Name = Partial NPL Deletion) iscomplete (Actua Complete) when the
Notice of Partial Deletion is published in the Federal Register for the specified portion of asiteonthe NPL. If the Direct
Final Process for Partial Deletions is used and the comment period has ended with no adverse comments, the actual
completion (Actual Complete) isthe effective date of deletion specified in the Direct Final Action Notice.

Start dates are not required for either the Notice of Intent to Partially Delete (NOIPD) or the Partial NPL Deletion
actions. The completion of the NOIPD action signifiesthe start of the partial deletion action.

HQ will enter the Partial Deletion and the Notice of Intent to Partially Delete from the NPL actions and the
completion dates into CERCLIS.

For more detailed information, see OSWER Directive 9320.2-09A -P, “Close Out Procedures for Nationa Priorities
List Sites.”

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Partial NPL deletions are tracked separately from final NPL deletions (Action Name = Deletion from NPL). Partia
site deletions will be entered by HQ if aportion, or portions, of the release remain listed on the NPL following completion
of the partial deletion.
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Partial deletionswill only be coded at specific Operable Units (OUs) when asingle OU is subject to the partial
deletion and the particular OU is specified in the Notice of Intent to Partially Delete in the Federal Register. Partial
deletion actionsthat address multiple OUs or areasthat do not directly correspond to a specific OU will be coded at OUOO
(sitewide).

A site deletion (Action Name = Deletion from NPL) will be entered by HQ if the deletion activity addressesdl
remaining releases listed on the NPL (either as a one-time deletion action for the entire site as originally listed, or asthe
last deletion activity associated with a site subject to previous partial deletions). Thisisaprogram measure.

V. Federd Facility Final NPL Deletion

Definition:
With State concurrence, EPA may delete sites from the NPL when it determines that no further response is
appropriate under CERCLA. In making that determination, EPA considers:

=  Whether responsible or other partieshave implemented all appropriate and required response actions;

=  Whether all appropriate Fund-financed responses under CERCLA have been implemented and EPA has
determined that no further cleanup by responsible partiesis appropriate; or

=  Whether the release of hazardous substances poses no significant threat to the public health, welfare or the
environment, thereby eliminating the need for remedial action.

EPA will consider deleting the entire site or portions of sitesfrom NPL, as appropriate. EPA will condder partid
deletion for portions of siteswhen no further response is appropriate for that portion of the site. Such portions may be a
defined geological unit of the site, or may be a specific medium at the site. If a decision does cover the remainingreesse
listed on the NPL, the action should be treated asa Final NPL Deletion. State concurrenceis required for any deletion.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The deletion process for the entire site [Action Name = Notice of Intent to Delete from the NPL] starts (Actual
Start) when a Notice of Intent to Delete is published for the Federal Register. If the Direct Final Processis used, the
process begins when the Direct Final Action Noticeis published in the Federal Register [Action Name = Notice of Intent
to Delete].

The deletion process for the entire site [Action Name = Deletion from the NPL] is complete (Actual Complete)
when the Notice of Deletion is published in the Federal Register. If the Direct Final Processis used and the comment
period has ended with no adverse comments, the actual completion (Actual Complete) is the effective date of deletion
specified in the Direct Final Action Notice.

Start dates are not required for either the Notice of Intent to Delete (NOID) or the Deletion from the NPL ecions
The completion of the NOID action signifiesthe start of the deletion action.

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

The Action, Final Deletion from the NPL, will be used whether del etion is accomplished through the Notice of
Deletion or the Direct Final Action Notice. When the Notice of Deletion is published or the date of deletion is effective,
HQ will change the NPL Statusin CERCLISto“Deleted from Final NPL.” Thisis a program measure.
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zZ Federal Facility Five-Year Reviews

Definition:

Five-year reviews are intended to evaluate whether the response action implemented at an NPL site remains
protective of human health and the environment, is functioning as designed, and necessary operation and maintenanceis
being performed. At aminimum of every five years, EPA, or the lead federal agency, conducts astatutory review of any
site at which a post-SARA remedy, upon attainment of cleanup levels specified in the ROD, will not alow unlimited use
and unrestricted exposure. EPA, or the lead federal agency, conducts policy reviews at siteswhere remedia actionswill
take longer than five years to complete, and sites with pre-SARA remedies at which the cleanup levels do not allow
unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. EPA , or the |lead federal agency, may conduct five-year reviewsat itsdiscretion
for other sites.

Definition of Accomplishment:

Federal Facility Five-Year Review Starts - Credit isgiven for afive-year review start when EPA approvesthe
five-year review work plan submitted by the other federal agency, or when the Federal facility actually startsthe review or
submits the draft document for review, asoutlined inthe ROD or IAG. The actual start date (Actual Start) for thefive-
year review (Action Name = FF FYR) must be entered into CERCLIS. There are multipletriggersfor five-year reviews.
Please reference policy to select the appropriate method for calculating the five-year review date.

Federal Facility Five-Year Review Planned Completions - The FF FY R planned completion date and the report
due (SubAction Name = FY R Report Due) date are system generated based on the Five-year review type entered at the
time of ROD completion.

Statutory: The FF FYR and FY R Report Due planned completion date fields are popul ated for five years after the
Federal facility RA action planned start date. Both the FF FY R planned completion date and the FY R Report Due planned
completion date will be updated by the system based on changes to the planned or actual start datesfor triggering FF RA
action. The FF FYR planned completion date will be editable. The FYR Report Due planned completion date will be
greyed out and uneditable and will be locked once the actual start date for the FF RA is entered.

Palicy: The FF FYR and FY R Report Due planned completion dates are populated for five years after the PCOR
or FCOR planned completion date. Both the FF FYR planned completion date and the FYR Report Due planned
completion date will be updated by the system based on changes to the planned or actual completion dates for the
triggering PCOR or FCOR. The FF FYR planned completion date will be editable. The FYR Report Due planned
completion date will be greyed out and un-editable and will be locked once the actual completion date of the PCOR or
FCOR isentered.

Federal Facility Five-Year Review Actual Completions - The five-year review is complete on the date the
designated Regional official either signs the five-year review report stating whether the remedy is, or is not, protective of
human health and the environment, or has concurred on the five year review report, or has made their own protectiveness
determination. The actual completion date (Actual Complete) for the five-year review (Action Name = FF FYR) must be
entered into CERCLIS. Situations do occur where multiple NPL sites are covered under a single five-year review report.
In these situations the date of the report will be used to signify the completion of the five-year review for each of theNPL
sites.

Five-Year Review Addendum Subaction, Planned Completion Date — The five-year review addendum
(Subaction name = FY R Addendum) planned completion date is system generated based on the date enteredintothefive-
year review protectiveness determination tab in the “Planned Date of Addendum” text box for sites that have a
“Protectiveness Deferred” OU-specific or sitewide determination. The five-year review addendum planned completion
date will be editable.

Five-Year Review Addendum Subaction, Actual Completion Date — The five-year review addendum is
complete on the date the designated regional official signsthe five-year review addendum stating anew protectiveness
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determination of all remedies that have deferred protectiveness determinations. The actual completion date (actual
completion) for the five-year review addendum subaction must be entered into National CERCLIS.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Five-year Review Completesisaprogram target. Five-year review completes must be planned and reported site-
specifically (Action Name=FF FYR) inCERCLIS. Thetrigger for a statutory five-yeer review istheactua start date of the
FF RA Start.

A new five-year review module was implemented in National CERCLIS on June 26, 2006. Whilethe datathat is
being captured isthe same, there are several noticeable differences.

In National CERCL IS thereis now:

A fiveyear review addendum subaction for completed reviews with protectiveness deferred statements,

e Theability to add anew five-year review through the project schedule,

« No ROD dataassociation,

e Theability to update atrigger on a planned five-year review,

e Theability to modify the five-year review type on aplanned review,

o Theability to associate i ssues/recommendations with the correct OU and response action,

 Theability to enter/track more than one five-year review with multiple OUs,

e The Comment tab will be used to provide information on the review status of the report, Commentson draft
five-year review reports and delivery dates of draft and final reports can also be added to the Comment tsb.

* Required five-year review information that must be entered for Federal facility sitesin order to receive SCAP
credit:

- Five-year review completion date

- Protectiveness determination

- Protectiveness statement

- Generate next five-year review (select ‘No' if no further reviews are necessary)

- Issues and recommendations (everything on the “ Add/Edit/Del ete/l ssue/Recommendation” window is
required except for the text boxes on the right hand side, asthey are only required when ‘other’ issdected,
and the “Status Comment” box is optional). |If the protectiveness statement is anything less than
‘Protective,’” then the five-year review must have arecommendation. However, if ‘ Protective’ is selected
then arecommendation is not required.
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D.B.4. Community Involvement Definitions

The following section contains Community Involvement requirements for Federal facilities. Community
Involvement requirements for non-Federal facility sites are included in Appendix H.

a Restoration Advisory Boards(RABS)/Site-Specific Advisory Boards (SSABS)

Definition:

Site-Specific Advisory Boards (SSABs) are aforum for experts and concerned stakeholdersto provide advice
and recommendations on DOE's Environmental Management strategic decisions. Restoration Advisory Boards (RABS)
provide aforum through which members of nearby communities can provide input to DoD’s environmental restoration

program.

RABs and SSABs complement other community involvement activities, such as public meetings, mailings, and
local information repositories.

Definition of Accomplishment:

RAB/SSAB Start (Established) Date: The actual start date of the RAB/SSAB isdefined astheactua start date
(Actual Start) of theinitial RAB/SSAB information meeting (SubAction Name = Site-Specific Advisory Board Mesting or
SubA ction Name = Restoration Advisory Board Meeting).

RAB Completion (Adjourned) Date: The actual completion (Actual Complete) date of the ‘Restoration
Advisory Board’ (SubAction Name = Restoration Advisory Board) isthe datethe RAB is adjourned by DoD (SubAction
Name = Restoration Advisory Board).

SSAB Completion (Terminated) Date: The actual completion (Actual Complete) date of the ‘Site-Specific
Advisory Board’ (SubAction Name = Site-Specific Advisory Board) isthe date the SSAB isterminated by the Secretary of
Energy (SubAction Name = Site-Specific Advisory Board).

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Reguirements:

Thisis a program measure. The data management approach for tracking the adjournment of RABs and the
termination of SSABsisstill under development. Site Specific Advisory Board Meeting and Restoration Advisory Board
Meeting are valid SubA ctions under Federal Facility Community Relations.

b. Technical Assistance Grants (TAGS)

Definition:

The Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA) established the TAG program to provide
technical assistance to eligible communities. This technical assistance allows communities to improve the decision
making process at their sites.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The start of the TAG (Action Name = Technical Assistance Grant) isthe date the award documentissigned by
theregional award official. For Superfund programmatic purposes, the completion of the TAG isthe ending date of the
budget and project period as documented in the award document; as documented in the one year extension document; as
documented in a time period extension document; or as documented in other documents, such as a memo to the file
prepared by the TAG coordinator to document these decisions. The planned or actual completion date in CERCLIS
(whichever is applicable) must be changed to reflect the date of the most recent source document, e.g., award document,
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one-year extension document, memo to thefile, etc. These definitions may be applied to al historical CERCLIS data,
including data prior to FY 89, whichisthefirst fiscal year TAG appeared in the SPIM. In addition, the TAG completion
definitions from previous years may also be used for TAGs compl eted within those years.

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:

TAG isaprogram measure. Planned start and completion dates are required in CERCLIS. Fundsmay beplanned
site-or non-site specifically; however, they must be obligated site specifically. Fundsfor TAGs at Federa facility sitesare
contained in the Federal facility budget and found in the Federal facility AOA.

C. Technical Outreach Servicesfor Communities(TOSC)

Definition;

TOSC provides independent scientific and technical assistance to communities dealing with hazardous
substance contamination questions. TOSC provides information and education to empower communities with an
understanding of technical issuesto more effectively participate in environmental decisions. TOSC isa service of the
University-based Hazardous Substance Research Centers (HSRCs) which are, in part, supported by grants from EPA.

Definition of Accomplishment:

The start of aTOSC is the date when the MOU (Memorandum of Understanding) is signed, which is the date of
the commitment between the community and the HSRCs. The date the MOU is signed should be reported in CERCLISas
the actual start date (Actual Start) of the TOSC (Action Name = Technical Outreach Servicesto Communities).

Changesin Definition FY_04/05 - FY 06/07:
None

Special Planning/Reporting Requirements:
The region must indicate on the Community Organizations Information screen that the organizationisaTOSC
recipient. Thisisaprogram measure.

d. Siteswith Acres Ready for Reuse

Note:

Guidance for implementing the new Cross-Program Revitalization M easures (CPRM) across OSWER cleanup
programs will result in substantial changesto this portion of the SPIM, including a changein terminology (e.q., “acres
ready for reuse” will no longer be used). OSWER is planning to issue this new CPRM quidance by October 1, 2006.
Additional program-specific guidance for implementing the new measures at Federal facilities will soon follow.

Definition:
At present, the Superfund Federal Facilities Program defines " acres ready for reuse’ as an estimate of the total
land area, reported in acres, that EPA has deemed suitable for its intended use via EPA’sinvolvement in 1) a property

transfer or |ease action at a Federal facility, and 2) a cleanup action at a non-BRA C Federal facility (Please also refer to
sections D.B.3.a. Base Closure Decisions, and section D.B.3.b. Non-BRAC Property Actions).

Definition of Accomplishment:

Regions will report the acres ready for reuse on the date when the Agency has documentation which
demonstrates EPA’ s concurrence on:

e Finding of Suitability to Transfer
»  Finding of Suitability to Early Transfer
e Finding of Suitability to Lease
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»  Other property transfer document on which EPA provided concurrence and/or confirmatory comments
e Cleanup decision document (e.g., ROD, PCOR) for anon-BRAC Federal facility

Changesin Definition FY 04/05 - FY 06/07:
None.

Specia Planning/Reporting Requirements:

Thisisa GPRA Annual Performance Measure. Itincludes NPL Federd facilities and non-NPL Federd fadlities
where EPA has arole, and NPL and non-NPL Federa facilities where a non-time critical removal has been conducted per
EPA’s involvement. At Federa facilities, Regionswill report only the total number of acresthat areready for reuse. The
total number of acres at Federal facilitieswill continue to be entered on the FOST or FOSL and the SCAP Information
screens. Headquarterswill use thisinformation to calcul ate the total acres of land ready for reuse. The completion and
start dates for these Actionsare defined in other sections of the SPIM.

D.C. SUBJECT MATTER EXPERTS

Exhibit D.3. identifies_the subject matter expertsfor Appendix D: Federal Facility Response.

EXHIBIT DA5.
SUBJECT MATTER EXPERTS
Subject Matter Experts Subject Area Phone# E-Mail
Marie Bell Budget Execution (703) 603-0050 bell.marie@epa.gov
Tencil Coffee Budget Planning (703) 603-0053 coffee.hortensia@epa.qov
Aimee Storm Community Involvement/ (703) 603-0055 storm.aimee@epa.gov
Redevel opment
Brendan Roache Federal Facility Response | (703) 603-8704 roache.brendan@epa.gov
Trina Martynowicz Federal Facility Measures (703) 603-0720 martynowicz.trina@epa.gov
Allison Abernathy | Cs/Disputes (703) 603-0052 abernathy.allison@epa.gov
Timothy Mott RODs (703) 603-8807 mott.timothy @epa.gov
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